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ESTIMATOR OF SAMPLE COVERAGE
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In this paper, we consider moderate deviations for Good’s cover-
age estimator. The moderate deviation principle and the self-normalized
moderate deviation principle for Good’s coverage estimator are estab-
lished. The results are also applied to the hypothesis testing problem
and the confidence interval for the coverage.

1. Introduction. Let Xj(n) be the frequency of the kth species in a
random sample of size n from a multinomial population with a perhaps
countably infinite number of species and let P, be probability measures
under which the kth species has probability pg, of being sampled, where
Pr = (Pkn; k> 1) with 327 pgn = 1. Let @Q,, and Fj(n) denote the sum of
the probabilities of the unobserved species, and the total number of species
represented j times in the sample, respectively, that is,

(L.1) Qn="> prndro(n),  Fj(n)=Y d;(n),
k=1 k=1

where 6;;(n) = I1x, (n)=j}- Then 1 — @, is called the sample coverage which
is the sum of the probabilities of the observed species. Good (1953) proposed
the estimator

(1'2) Qn =

for Q.

The Good estimator Qn has many applications such as Shakespeare’s
general vocabulary and authorship of a poem [Efron and Thisted (1976),
Thisted and Efron (1987)], genom [Mao and Lindsay (2002)], the probability
of discovering new species in a population [Good and Toulmin (1956), Chao
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2 F. GAO

(1981)], network species and data confidentiality [Zhang (2005)]. Lladser,
Gouet and Reeder (2011) considered the problem of predicting @,,. They
studied prediction and prediction intervals, and gave a real-data example.

On the theoretical aspects, many authors studied the asymptotic prop-
erties [cf. Esty (1982, 1983), Orlitsky, Santhanam and Zhang (2003), and
Zhang and Zhang (2009) and references therein|. Esty (1983) proved the
following asymptotic normality:

(1.3)  lim PH<M < l‘) :/ ! e /2 du, x €R,

n—00 b(n) oo V2

under the condition

(1.4) T}LH;M =c; €(0,1) and nll_}Irolo En(l;’g(n)) =y €10,00),
where
(1.5) b(n) = E,(Fi(n))(1— E,(Fi(n))/n) + 2E,(F(n)).

Recently, Zhang and Zhang (2009) found a necessary and sufficient condition
for the asymptotic normality (1.3) under the condition

(1.6) limsupM <1,
n—so0 n
that is, under condition (1.6), (1.3) holds if and only if both
(1.7) Timn (B (Fi () + En(Fa(n))) = o0
and for any € > 0,
(1.8) Jim. é ;(npkn)Zenpan{npkn>ssn} =0,

where for any A > 0,

[e.e]
(1.9) sin = Z()\pkne_’\p’m + ()\pkn)2e_)‘p’“") and S, = Spn.

k=1

In this paper, we consider the moderate deviation problem for the Good

estimator. It is known that the moderate deviation principle is a basic prob-
lem. It provides us with rates of convergence and a useful method for con-
structing asymptotic confidence intervals. The moderate deviations can be
applied to the following nonparameter hypothesis testing problem:

Hy:P, =P and Hy:P,=PD,

where P,EO) and P,gl) are two probability measures under which the kth

species has, respectively, probability p,(gz) and p&) of being sampled, where

pg) = (p,(jr)l; k >1) with Z,?;lpgjr)l =1,7=0,1. We can define a rejection re-
gion of the hypothesis testing by the moderate deviation principle such that
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the probabilities of type I and type II errors tend to 0 with an exponential
speed. The asymptotic normality provides /b(n) as the asymptotic vari-
ance and approximate confidence statements, but it does not prove that the
probabilities of type I and type II errors tend to 0 with an exponential speed.
The moderate deviations can be applied to a hypothesis testing problem for
the expected coverage of the sample.

Gao and Zhao (2011) have established a general delta method on the
moderate deviations for estimators. But the method cannot be applied to
the Good estimator. In order to study the moderate deviation problem for
the Good estimator, we need refined asymptotic analysis techniques and tail
probability estimates. The exponential moments inequalities, the truncation
method, asymptotic analysis techniques and the Poisson approximation in
Zhang and Zhang (2009) play important roles. Our main results are a mod-
erate deviation principle and a self-normalized moderate deviation principle
for the Good estimator.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. The main results are stated
in Section 2. Some examples and applications to the hypothesis testing prob-
lem and the confidence interval are also given in Section 2. The proofs of the
main results are given in Section 3. Some basic concepts for large deviations
and the proofs of several technique lemmas are given in the Appendix.

2. Main results and their applications. In this section, we state the main
results and give some examples and applications.

2.1. Main results. Let a(t), t > 0, be a function taking values in [1,+00)
such that

(2.1) lim alt) = 00, lim alt) =0.
t—oo \/t t—oo t

We introduce the following Lindeberg-type condition: for any positive
sequence {\,,n > 1} with A\,,/n — 1 and any € >0,

o0

. 1 _
(22) nlgIoloS_QZ(Anpkn)Ze )\npkn‘[{)\npkn>53%/a(5%)} =0.
" k=1

REMARK 2.1. For any L >1,

oo
Z ()\npkn)Qe_)\npkn I{Anpkn >L}
k=1

o0
LYt exp{—L27} Z AnPrnd {127 <\npp,<L2i+1}
=1

WE

<

o

Jj=

<8\, Lexp{—L}.
2

In particular, take L = ai‘:%). If lim,, oo m = 00, then (2.2) holds.
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THEOREM 2.1 (Moderate deviation principle) Suppose that the condi-
tions (1.6), (1.7) and (2.2) hold. Then {T),n > 1} satisfies a large

deviation principle with speed % and with rate function I(x) = ’CQ—Q In

particular, for any r >0,

. b(n) (@ — Q)] _
lim ———<log P, (W > 7“) =—3

THEOREM 2.2 (Self-normalized moderate deviation principle). Suppose
that conditions (1.6), (1.7) and (2.2) hold. Then

Y 1 51 -
\/Fl n 1—F1(?1)/TL)—|—2F2( )’ -

satisfies a large deviation principle with speed * (? (7)1)) and with rate function

REMARK 2.2. Let t,, n > 1 be a sequence of positive numbers such that

tn
Vb(n)
Then Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 give the following estimates which are much
easier to understand and apply:

(2.3) t, Too and

and
n(Qn — Qn) U SN
P”<i¢F1<n><1—F1<n>/n>+2F2<n>>t”>‘ P~ |

Set up = En(Qn) = > pe 1 Pin(1—pgn)™. Then 1 —u, is called the expected
coverage of the sample in the literature. By Theorems 2.1 and 2.2, and
Lemma 3.10, Qn as an estimator of u, also satisfies moderate deviation
principles.

COROLLARY 2.1. Suppose that conditions (1.6), (1.7) and (2.2) hold.

7(Qn—tn) Vo(n)n(Qn—un) .
Then {X o on =1} and { prrvm )\/Fl OISOk n > 1} satisfy
2

the large deviation principle with speed * (Z(l))) and with rate function I(x) = %-.

REMARK 2.3. Lladser, Gouet and Reeder (2011) considered the problem
of predicting @,,, and obtained conditionally unbiased predictors and exact
prediction intervals based on a Poissonization argument. The moderate de-
viations for the predictors are also interesting problems.
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2.2. Application to hypothesis testing and confidence interval. In this
subsection, we apply the moderate deviations to hypothesis testing problems
and confidence interval. Let @, be the unknown total probability unobserved
species, and let @, be the estimator defined by (1.2).

First, let us consider a nonparametric hypothesis testing problem. Let

Rgo) and P,gl) be two probability measures under which the kth species has,

respectively, probability p,(co) and p,(gln) of being sampled, where p%) (p,(;)l,

k>1) with > 72 1p(2) =1, ¢=0,1. Denote by

and
b0 (n) == EP (Fi(n))(1 = EQ(F1(n))/n) + 2E{) (Fy(n)),  i=0,L.

Suppose that the conditions (1.6), (1.7) and (2.2) hold for Péi), i=0,1, and
that

lim inf|u(® — (D] £ 0.

n—oo
Consider the nonparameter hypothesis testing

Hy:P, =P and H,:P,=PW.

We take the statistic T), := Qn - uS?’ as test statistic. Suppose that the rejec-
tion region for testing the null hypothesis Hy against Hj is { ——g-— (b(O) |T | > c},

where ¢ is a positive constant. The probability «,, of type I error and the
probability (3, of type II error are

=P (o™ 2e): =P (g Tl <)

respectively. It follows

A b (n))e n
P O (L o S co TR ) B TR ,
Therefore, Corollary 2.1 implies that

) b (n) c? ) b (n)
The above result tells us that if the rejection region for the test is
{W|T | > ¢}, then the probability of type I error tends to 0 with ex-

ponential decay speed exp{—c2a?(b®)(n))/(2b(0)(n))}, and the probability
of type II error tends to 0 with exponential decay speed exp{—ra?(b™ (n))/

D(n)} for all 7 > 0. But the asymptotic normality does not prove that the
probabilities of type I and type II errors tend to 0 with an exponential speed.
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We also consider a hypothesis testing problem for the expected coverage
of the sample. We denote by PY" the probability measures under which the
expected coverage of the sample is 1 — u,, and set

bu, (n) := Ey" (Fi(n))(1 = Ep (Fi(n))/n) + 2E," (Fa(n)).
Suppose that the conditions (1.6), (1.7) and (2.2) hold for P~ for each
U, > 0. Let 0 < u(o) < u%) be two real numbers preassigned. Consider the
hypothesis testing
Hy:u, < uglo) and Hjp:up, > ug).
(0))

We also take the rejection region D,, := {m(()n > ¢}, where ¢

is a positive constant. When wu,, < uﬁl‘”,

n . c2a®(byo (n
log Py (Dy) < log P <W(Qn — Up) > c> = —ﬁ

(1)

and when u, > uy’,
)
Next, we apply the moderate estimates to confidence intervals. For given

confidence level 1 —a, set cq =/~ (é())) log @. Then by Theorem 2.1, the

1 — « confidence interval for Q,, is (Q — br(ln CasOn + b(” Ca), that is,

<Qn - %\/ —b(n)loga, @y, + ﬁ —b(n)log a>.

But the confidence interval contains unknown b(n). We use Theorem 2.2 to
obtain another confidence interval with confidence level 1 — « for (),, which
does not contain unknown b(n),

<Qn B V= (F1(n)(1 — Fi(n)/n) +2F(n))log o

n

log P (Dy,) — —00.

i

0, + Y= = Fin)/n) + 2F2(n))logo¢>.

2.3. Examples. Let us check that some examples in Zhang and Zhang
(2009) also satisfy moderate deviation principles if a(n) =n", where v €
(1/2,1). For a given decreasing density function p,,(z) on [0, 00). Define p;y, =
2npn (i), where 2, = (352, pin)~'. Two concrete examples are as follows:

Let pp(z) = p(z) = a/(z + 1)°, where a >0 and b > 1. By Example 1 in
Zhang and Zhang (2009), E,(F1(n)) = n'/® and log s? = logn, where

. . +Cp . Cn
¢p < b, means 0 < liminf — <limsup — < oc.
n—oo Op n—oo Un
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Thus (1.6) and (1.7) hold. By Remark 2.1, (2.2) also holds. Therefore, The-
orems 2.1 and 2.2 hold.
Let p,(x) = p(z) =r; e=*/™ where r,/n < ¢ for some constant ¢ < oco.

Then by Example 2 in Zhang and Zhang (2009), limsup,,_, . w =

limsup,,_, - fol e~/ dy < fol e v/edy<lands3 = =r, [ M (1)t dt <
rn, when A, /n — 1. Thus, (2.2) is equivalent to
1

o(l)=—

/ ()\npn(l'))Qe_Anpn(g:) dx = / te_t dt’
n Jnp,(2)>ern/a(rn)

ern/a(rn)<t<A\n/rn
which holds if and only if 7, — co. Therefore, (1.6), (1.7) and (2.2) hold if
and only if r, — oo.

3. Proofs of main results. In this section we give proofs of the main
results. Let us explain the idea of the proof of Theorem 2.1. First, we di-
vide the proof into two cases: case I and case II, according to the limit
lim,, o0 En(F1(n))/n € (0,1) and 0. For case I, by the truncation method
and the exponential equivalent method, we simplify our problems to the
case which {np,x,k > 1,n > 1} is uniformly bounded. For case II, by the
Poisson approximation and the exponential equivalent method, we simplify
our problems to the case of independent sums satisfying an analogous Linde-
berg condition. For the two cases simplified, we establish moderate deviation
principles by the method of the Laplace asymptotic integral (Lemmas 3.7
and 3.8). The exponential moment estimate (Lemma 3.5) plays an important
role in the proofs of some exponential equivalence (Lemmas 3.6 and 3.9). The
main technique in the estimate of the Laplace asymptotic integral Lemma 3.7
is asymptotic analysis. In particular, we emphasis a transformation defined
below (B.3) which plays a crucial role in the proof of Lemma 3.7.

We can assume that the population is sampled sequentially, so that X (m)—
X(m — 1), m > 1, are i.i.d. multinomial(1l,p,) under P,, where X(n) =
(Xi(n); E>1) can be viewed as a multinomial (n;p,) vector under P,,
that is, for all integers m > 1,

D Y ) S | Y

Po(Xg(n) =z k=1,....m) = (n—a1 — - — Zp )1 -]

It is obvious that E,,(Fi(n))/n <1. Since for any 1 < L <n,
2B, (Fy(n))

—2 —2
n_1 <L Z pkn(l _pkn)n + sup np(l _p)n

-2
S 1 _I}J/n En(FT’Ll(n)) + LeiL <1 — %) 9
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we have that

2F, (F:
(3.1) limsup 2En(Fo(n) <limsup

n—00 n n—00

En(Fi(n))

+e <2

and if limsup,,_, . w =0, then limsup,,_, W = 0. Without loss
of generality, we can assume that

(3.2) lim En(Fi(n) =c¢€[0,1) and lim En(F2(n))

n—00 n n—00 n

=cCc € [O, 1].
Otherwise, we consider subsequence. The proof of Theorem 2.1 will be di-
vided into two cases,

case I: ¢ €(0,1); case II:  ¢; =0.

Now let us introduce the structrue of the proofs of main results. In Sec-
tion 3.1, we give several moment estimates and exponential moment inequal-
ities which are basic for studying the moderate deviations for the Good esti-
mator. A truncation method and some related estimates are also presented
in the subsection. The proofs of cases I and II of Theorem 2.1 are given,
respectively, in Sections 3.2 and 3.3. In Section 3.4, we prove Theorem 2.2.
The proofs of several technique lemmas are postponed to the Appendix.

3.1. Several moment estimates and inequalities. For any L > 1 and p > 0,
set
My ={k>Lnppn <L},  My©={k>1;np, > L}
and
Mo = {k > 1;npg, < 0b(n)/a(b(n)},
My, = {k > 1;npg, > 0b(n)/a(b(n)}.

LEMMA 3.1. If ¢; € (0,1), then for any positive sequence {\,,n > 1}
with Ap/n— 1,

1
(3.3) lim limsup — E (AaDin + (Anprn)?)eAnPEn =0,
L—oo nasoco N ke MLe

In particular, condition (2.2) is valid.

PrOOF. Similarly to Remark 2.1, for any L > 1,

Z )\npknei)\npkn S )‘neiL/(l - eiL)a
keMLe

Y appa)?e M Pin < 8LA exp{~L}.
keMLe
Therefore, (3.3) holds. O
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ditions (1.6) and (1.7),
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From Lemma 1 in Zhang and Zhang (2009), under con-

E,(Fi(n)) +2E,(F2(n))
2 — 1,
and if ¢; € (0,1), then lim,,

b(n) < s2,
S

o =c1 4+ 2¢c9 > 0.

S

LEMMA 3.2.  Assume that (2.2) holds. If 0 < A\, <n and

. n—>A,
lim sup
n—oo Na
then

() /b(n) ~
(3.4)

PrOOF. Set r:=limsup,, W)))\T/lb(n)
enough,

. Then for any € > 0, for n large

(oo}
2 5
A €D

(npEn + (npgn)?)e”"Prn
=1

g

+ > (Aabrn + Anprn)?)e ™5 L eb(n)/ @ra(bn))} -
k=1

large enough,

Therefore, by (2.2), the above inequality implies that limsup,,_, .
e — 1 as € = 0. On the other hand, it is clear that for any € > 0, when n is

2
S

Ann

52 <
n

2.2
Sns

Sinn > Z(/\npkn + (/\npkn)Q)einpkn > (1 5)
k=1

2
S/\nn
sh

which yields that liminf,,

>1. Thus (3.4) is valid. O
LEMMA 3.3. For any 0> 0,
(3.5) lim

1
Jim oy 2

K€My,

1 .
Ey(0k5(n)) — ﬁ(npk‘n)]@_npkn =0,

j=12.
PROOF.

Since (1 — prp)™ 7 = e ™2 (1 4 O(b(n)/a®(b(n)))) holds uni-
formly on M, for j =1,2, we obtain that
1

n!
o 2

kEMnQ

mp?m(l — Dkn)" 7 — (nppn ) e PRn
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_ b n o R L ) a2 (b(n _,
~b(n )k;Mng( pen)'e =y~ (L Obm)/a(b(n)))| =o(L).
That is, (3.5) holds. O

In order to obtain the exponential moment inequalities, we need some
concepts of negative dependence; cf. Joag-Dev and Proschan (1983), Dub-
hashi and Ranjan (1998). Let 71,72, ... be real random variables. 11,72, ...
are said to be negatively associated if for every two disjoint index finite sets
A, A C {1,2, .. .},

E(f (ks k € A)g(ne, k € A2)) < E(f (i, k € A1))E(g(nk, k € A2))

for all nonnegative functions f:R™ — R and ¢g:R*? — R that are both
nondecreasing or both nonincreasing.

LEMMA 3.4. {Xgk(n),k>1} is a sequences of negatively associated ran-
dom wvariables, and for each 0 < j <n {6po(n)+dp1(n)+---+d;(n), k> 1}
1$ also megatively associated.

PROOF. Let 0;" denote the frequency of the kth species in the mth

sampling, that is,
0" = Lyx, (m)— X m—1)=1}
Then 0}",k > 1 are zero-one random variables such that ) 7,67 =1. By
Lemma 8 in Dubhashi and Ranjan (1998), 6;*, k > 1, are negative associated.
Since {6}*,k > 1}, m=1,...,n, are i.i.d. under P, 6", k>1, m=1,...,n,
are negative associated. Noting that X (n)=>"" _, 0;" and
Oko(n) + 0p1(n) + -+ + 0k (n) = P(Xi(n)),

where 9(r) = [(_ j(7) is a decreasing function, we obtain that {Xj(n),
k>1} and {0ko(n) + dg1(n) + -+ + dx;(n), k > 1} are two sequences of neg-
atively associated random variables. [l

LEMMA 3.5. Let M be a subset of the set N of positive integers. Then
for any r e R,

(3.6) En<exp{7”2pkn5ko }) I] (P = 1) (1 = prg)™ + 1)

keM keM
and for any 7> 1,

E, <exp{7“ > (Sko(n) + g1 (n) + -+ + 5kj(n))}>

keM
(3.7)

J
<]l < ¢ —1) Z lllpkn (1- Pkn)"l+1)-
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PROOF. For any r € R given, set ¢p(z) = "Pn® 1z € R. Then, when
r >0, all ¥, k> 1 are nonnegative and increasing; when r <0, all ¢, k> 1
are nonnegative and decreasing. Therefore, by Lemma 3.4,

n<eXP{ > Prndro(n }) < T Enlexp{rprndro(n)})

keM keM

< TT (e = 1)1 = pgo)” + 1).
keM

Similarly, we can obtain (3.7). O

As applications of Lemma 3.5, we have the following exponential moment
estimates. Its proof is given in Appendix B.

LEMMA 3.6. (1) For any j =0,1,2 and r € R,

: b(n)
TP b))
(3.8)

XlOgEn(eXp( X)L Z Z (Ok1(n) — En(0r(n ))))) <0.
keMg, 1=0

(2) If ¢1 € (0,1), then for any j=0,1,2 and r € R,

lim sup lim su M
Toose sae a2 (b(n))
(3.9)

x log £, (exp(% Z Z(5kl(n) - En(5kl(”)))>> <0

and
b

. (n)
lim sup lim su
s mone a2(b(n))

<tog B, (exp(Z S Gig(o) — Euldio())) ) <0

keMLe

(3.10)

3.2. The proof of Theorem 2.1: Case 1. In this subsection, we use the
Gértner—Ellis theorem to show Theorem 2.1 under ¢; € (0,1). The Laplace
asymptotic integral plays a very important role.

By Lemma 3.1, if ¢ € (0,1), when L is large enough,

(3.11) b (n) = E,(FE(n))(1 — Eo(FE(n))/n) + 2E,(FF(n)) < n
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and

(3.12) lim limsup

L—co n—oo

ZONNE
b(n) 1‘ -

where FJL(n) =2 kemr Okj(n),j = 1. In this subsection, We assume that L
is large enough such that b”(n) <n and a(b”(n)) < a(n).

The following Laplace asymptotic integral is a key lemma. It will be
proved in Appendix B.

LEMMA 3.7.  Suppose that conditions (1.6) and (1.7) hold. If ¢; € (0,1),
then for any o € R,

bt (n)

X log E, (exp{%z()n)) Z (Ok1(n) — npkn(Sko(n))}) = %-

PROOF OF THEOREM 2.1 UNDER ¢; € (0,1). By the Gértner—Ellis the-
orem [cf. Theorem 2.3.6 in Dembo and Zeitouni (1998)] and Lemma 3.7,
{a(bL > kemr (Ok1(n) —nprndro(n)), n = 1} satisfies a large deviation prin-

ciple w1th speed W and with rate function I(x) = ’CQ—Q By Lemma 3.9,

we only need to check

lim sup lim su
s mose a2(b(n))

1 —-n n)) — n(Qn - Qn) c
It is obvious that
1 n(Qn —Qn)
2 (|20 3 o) =) ~ G > ‘)
15) < (|00 5 o) — a2 /2

ke ML

+ P, (7‘ EM: (nPrndko(n) — Or1(n))

>e/2).
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From (3.12) and {—+— (bL EkeML((Skl( n) — nprndro(n)),n > 1} satisfies the

large deviation pr1n01ple we obtain that for any € > 0,

b*(n)

limsuplimsup ————
Do mosse @26 ()

a(b"(n)) — a(b(n))
a(b”(n))a(b(n))

> (Gra(n) — nplm&co(”))‘ > €>

(3.16) X loan<
keMk

= —0Q.

By Lemma 3.6 and Chebyshev’s inequality, we have that for any € > 0,

lim sup lim sup ————log P, Sro(n) — B, (6ro(n >
eML
= —00
and for j =0,1,
limsuplims b(n) log P, Zi(g En(u(n)))| > e
imsup lim su n
Lﬁoop nanel a2(b(n)) (b(n)) & v k(1 kl >
e —007

which implies that for any € > 0,

limsuplims b(n)
11m su 1msup —————
T ey a(b(n))

> (nprndro(n) — 5k1(n))‘ > 5)

keMLe

(3.17) x log P, (m

= —0OQ.

Now, (3.14) follows from (3.16) and (3.17). Therefore, the conclusion of
Theorem 2.1 holds under ¢; € (0,1). O

3.3. The proof of Theorem 2.1: Case 1I. In this subsection, we show
Theorem 2.1 under ¢; =0. In this case, since {np;,,7 >1,n> 1} cannot be
truncated as a uniformly bounded sequence, the asymptotic analysis tech-
niques in the first case cannot be used. The proof of this case is based on
the Poisson approximation [cf. Zhang and Zhang (2009)] and the truncation
method.

Let first us introduce the Poissonization defined by Zhang and Zhang
(2009). Define

o0

(3.18) &= _(5k1(n) = nprndro(n)) = n(Qn — Qn).

k=1
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Let Ny be a Poisson process independent of {X(m),m > 1} with E, (N)) =
. Define the Poissonization (y, of &, as follows:

o
(319)  Cwm= Z Yian — where Y, = 611 (Nx) — ADrnOro(INy).
k=1

Under probability P,, Xi(Ny),k > 1 are independent Poisson variables
with means Apg,, so that Y;\,,k > 1 are independent zero-mean variables
with variance ai An = Apgne Prn 4 (Appn )2~ Pkn . Then the Poissonization
{Cnn,n > 1} satisfies the following moderate deviation principle.

LEMMA 3.8. Let conditions (1.6), (1.7) and (2.2) hold. Then {%,
(s3)

2
n > 1} satisfies a large deviation principle with speed - o

. 2
function I(x) = %

and with rate

Proor. For any a € R,

o oo

> aa 82
112 (exp{ 3(2 (1 X4 (Na,)=1) ~ MPknl{x(Ny,)=0}) })
n

k=1
00 2
- H ((1 — Pk — pppe” PR ) + npy e Pkn exp{ aa(;n) }
s
k=1 n

_ 2
4 7 Pkn exp{ 70“12(8") np;m}> .
S

n

For any € € (0,1/2] such that |a|e < 1/2, for n large enough, we can write

1 _ efnpkn _ npknefnpkn

2 2
aa(s —aa(s
+ npgpe” Pkn exp{i( n) } 4 " "Pkn exp{ 72( n) np;m}
S

S5 n
1 2 2 2 2
=143 <aa(5”)> (nPrn + (npgn)?)e”"Pin + o<<a(;2”)> >npkne”pkn
n

n
)

aa(s? 1 (aa(s?) ? 2\ —np
+ 32 MPkn = 5 2 (nprn)” |e "Ly >es2 fa(s2)}
n n

a(sp) \’ -
i O<<%> >(np ) € <o fa(s2))

n

_ —aa(s?)
+ e "Pkn <exp{_82 n -np]m} — 1) I{npkn>ss%/a(s%)}'

n
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By (2.2),
1

o
(2) D ke P L, s a(s2))
k=1

=

1 & _
< — > ()€ P L ez ja(s2)y 0

and
2

o0 —aaf(s;)
Z e~ "Pkn <eXp{Tnnpkn} — 1> I{npkn>es%/a(5%)}

k=1 n

Therefore, by a(éjl) in ZZOZI(npkn)?’e_”p’mI{npkngss%/a(s%)} <e—0ase—0,

s

2 2 2
lim —-2 log E,, <exp{ aa(j”)gnn}> -
Sn

nvoe a2(s2)

we have that

which implies the conclusion of the lemma by the Géartner—Ellis theorem; cf.
Theorem 2.3.6 in Dembo and Zeitouni (1998). O

By Lemmas 3.8 and A.1, we need the following exponential approxima-
tion: for any ¢ > 0,

(3.20) lim —20)

erﬁﬂﬁﬂ%Bﬂ%—%ﬂ>w®WM=—m.

Let us first give a maximal exponential estimate. Its proof is postponed
to Appendix B.

LEMMA 3.9. Let conditions (1.6), (1.7) and (2.2) hold, and let ¢; = 0.
For any M >1 fized, set \, =n — Ma(b(n)), /ﬁ, A, =2Ma(b(n)), /%.
Then for any € >0,

b(n)

. i —_ — > = —00.
(321) lim a2(b(n))1oan(t€[Am§An}|<Ann Gl = £a(b(n)) ) = o0

PROOF OF THEOREM 2.1 UNDER ¢; =0. By Lemmas 3.8 and A.1, we
only need to prove (3.20). Set t,, = inf{\; N\ =n}. Then ¢,, has gamma(n, 1)
distribution and &, — C¢,,n = (tn —1) > py PknOko(n). Therefore, for any e > 0
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and any M > 1,

P, <\tn —n| > Ma(b(n)) bl)) +P, (Zpkn5ko(n) L)

(n P 2 n
(b(n))
P, n .
i ( SN LU
By Lemma 3.9,
_ b(n) a(b(n))

22) lim —————=log P, — > = —o.
0:22) i s 06 o e =Gl > 5 x
By Chebyshev’s inequality, it is easy to get that
(3.23)  lim hmsup & log P | |t — n| > Ma(b(n)) LI — 0.

M=o pnooo a2(b(n)) - b(n)

Therefore, we only need to prove that

(3.24) hﬁ;ﬁp 2?5,7(17)1)) log Py (Zpkn5ko(n) > ﬁ\/ @) =—
k=1

It is sufficient that for any r > 0,

(3.25) Jgrolo a;zgj(lr)z)) log E,, <eXp<Ta I;()n / Zpkn(sko )) =0.

In fact, by Lemma 3.5, we can get that for any r > 0,

ra’(b(n)) [ n e
log E,, (exp( b((I;L() ) b(n) Zpkn5k0(n)>>

2ra’(b(n)) [ n

= ")\ o)
x; Pin ”p’m+pknexp{ (1—%?23)) b&))p’“”D

< ()

where A\, =n(1 — mzlgl()g)) ﬁ), which implies that (3.20) holds. [
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3.4. Proof of Theorem 2.2. By the comparison method in large devia-

tions [cf. Theorem 4.2.13 in Dembo and Zeitouni (1998)], in order to obtain
Theorem 2.2, we need the following lemma.

LEMMA 3.10.  For any € >0, for j=1,2,

b(n) _
(3.26) limsup — 200 Po([Fj(n) = En(Fj(n))| = eb(n)) = —oc.

ProOF. By (3.8), for j=1,2, for any ¢ >0 and € >0,

b(n) 1 _
(3.27) 117r1n_>s01ip 200 log P, <m kez%(akj(n) — En(ak.j(n)))' > €> = —o0.

Therefore, by Lemma 3.3, it suffices to show that

lim suplim su b(n)
050 mase a2(b(n))

> (%’(n) jl (npin)e np,m>

1
(3.28) x log P, | —
b(n)
k€M,

>e)

Now, let us show (3.28). Using the partial inversion formula for charac-
teristic function due to Bartlett (1938) [see also Holst (1979), Esty (1983)],
for any r € R,

S L))

H E,(exp{iu(Ye(n) — npgn)})

“TkeMg,

X H En<eXP{iU(Yk(n)—npkn)

kEMp,
1 —Npk
+r I{Yk(n):} i (np;m) n du,

where Yj(n),k > 1 are independent random variables and Y (n) is Pois-
son distributed with mean npg,. Let yx(u) be defined as in the proof of
Lemma 3.7, that is, v (u) = exp{npg, (" — 1 —iu)}. Set

U5 (u, o)
= (exptign = (e = 1) (exp{ 2P 1) e 1)

= —0OQ.

27m”e n
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OfCL2 n
X exp{— b2((b,,§/) )) ]1 (npkn) npkn}'

Then for any a € R,

A ({0 3 (- Somorc )

6n(eiu,17iu) H ﬂk(%a)
k€M,

Set 7( W Then nlng o= l;f;l(;&g)r)l <~ nlogn — 0, and not-
b(n) log <n1/2 sup
2(H(n)) i) +0@) = =0
kEMn,

n' & iU ;
_ n(e"™—1—iu)
i T y— /ﬂe H i (u, @) du.
k€ My,
ing that ZkeMng NPkn < N, ZkeMnQ(npkn) < onb(n)/a(b(n)), we obtain
that for p small enough,
a?(b(n)) lul€lr(n)m] >
2
< _b(n)nT*(n) (1 +O< logn
Since SUPye[—7(n),r(n)] SUPLeM,, ‘npkn(l — COS U)‘ <o, on [_T(n)>7—(n)]7
en(eiuflfiu) H ﬁk(u,a)
a?a®(b(n)) \ ) a*(b(n)) n o
= exp{ <O(g) + O< () >> b }exp{—§u (1+ O(u)o(l))}.
Thus

lim sup lim sup log =0

00 oo a?(b(n))

T(n) .
/ /2 gn(ei —1—iu) H (1, ) dut| =

7(n) k€M,

and so

ool 3 (o= gomore) )
1r;1_s>(1)1p 1}251) 2 (b(n)) og En (exp rkezMng kj(n)— 7 (np]m)

This yields that (3.28) holds. [

PROOF OF THEOREM 2.2. By Lemma 3.10, for any € > 0,

b(n) b(n)
imow iy o6 | e AegEAe ~1>2)

= —0OQ.



MDP FOR A NONPARAMETRIC ESTIMATOR OF SAMPLE COVERAGE 19

Now, by
V b(n)n(@n —Qn) n(Qn — @n)

a(b(n))y/Fi(n)(1 — Fi(n)/n) + 2F2(n) a(b(n))

9

_|n(@. - Q) ‘\/ b(n) L
a(e(m) ||\ B = Fi(n)/m) + 2F2(n)

and the elementary inequality |x —1| = |2% —1|/|z+1| < |2% —1] for all z > 0,
we obtain that

O VI(@n — Q)
ISP b)) gp”< a(b(m)Fr(m) (L = Fi(n) /) + 2F5(n)

. n(@n - Qn)

(3.29) a(b())

>e)

Therefore, the conclusion of the theorem follows from Lemma A.1 or Theo-
rem 4.2.13 in Dembo and Zeitouni (1998). O

= —0OQ.

APPENDIX A: SOME CONCEPTS OF LARGE DEVIATIONS

For the sake convenience, let us introduce some notions in large deviations
[Dembo and Zeitouni (1998)]. Let (X, p) be a metric space. Let (Qy,, Fpn, Pp),
n > 1 be a sequence of probability spaces and let {n,,n > 1} be a sequence
of measurable maps from Q,, to X. Let {\,,n > 1} be a sequence of positive
numbers tending to +oo, and let I: X — [0,+oc] be inf-compact; that is,
[I < L] is compact for any L € R. Then {n,,n > 1} is said to satisfy a large
deviation principle (LDP) with speed \,, and with rate function I, if for any
open measurable subset G of X,

1 .
(A1) hnnigf N log P, (n, € G) > — ;ggf(x)
and for any closed measurable subset F' of X,
1
(A.2) limsup — log P, (1, € F') < — inf I(z).
n—00 )\n el

REMARK A.l. Assume that {n,,n > 1} satisfies 1, — p in law and a
fluctuation theorem such as central limit theorem, that is, there exists a
sequence [, — oo such that l,,(n, — u) — n in law, where p is a constant and
7 is a nontrivial random variable. Usually, {n,,n > 1} is said to satisfy a
moderate deviation principle (MDP) if {r,(n, — p),n > 1} satisfies a large
deviation principle, where r,, is an intermediate scale between 1 and [,,, that
is, r,, — o0 and 1, /1, — 0.
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In this paper, the following exponential approximation lemma is required.
It is slightly different from Theorem 4.2.16 in Dembo and Zeitouni (1998).

LEMMA A.1. Let {n,,n > 1} and {nk,n>1}, L >1 be sequences of
measurable maps from Q, to X. Assume that for each L >1, {nk,n>1}
satisfies a LDP with speed \% and with rate function I. If

)\L
(A.3) lim limsup|—* — 1‘ =0
L—00 n—oo )\n
and for any € >0,
1
(A4) lim limsup — log Py, (p(1n,n%) > €) = —o0,

L—oo n—oo )\n

the {nn,n > 1} satisfies a LDP with speed \,, and with rate function I.

PRrROOF. Set I(A)=infzc4 I(z). For any closed subset F,
P(ijp € F) < P(ny € F®) + P(p(1n, 1) = €),
where F© ={y € X;inf,crp(y,x) <e}. By (A.4),
P(p(in, 1) > €) < e AU
for large n and L. Therefore, for large n and L
P(Th% c Fa) _i_P(p(nn’nTI;) > 5) < e—An(I(FS)-I—O(l)) _|_e—An(I(F5)+1)
and so

1
limsup — log P(n, € F) < —I(F°) — — in?l(az).
Te

n—oo )\n

The argument for open sets is similar and is omitted. [

APPENDIX B: PROOFS OF LEMMAS 3.6, 3.7 AND 3.9

In this Appendix, we give the proofs of several technique lemmas. The
proofs of Lemmas 3.6 and 3.9 are based some exponential moment inequali-
ties for negatively associated random variables and martingales. The refined
asymptotic analysis techniques play a basic role in the proof of Lemma 3.7.

PROOF OF LEMMA 3.6. (1) By Lemma 3.5, we have that for any r € R,
and 7=0,1,2,

’ra?‘ n J
log E, <exp (# S5 Gl - En<5m<n>>>>>
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<Y <1og<<exp{ra;%} )i lllpkn pkn)”l+1>

keME,

ra?(b(n)) ! .
b2((7(1) ZZ 'z'p’m = Pin) l)

n!

1 9 |
- _ —MNPkn (nfl)pkn
by 2 <ank ‘ +Z Pt )

=1

Therefore, (3.8) holds.
(2) Similarly to the proof of (3 8), we also have that

log £\, (exp( Ey(Ori(n )))))
keMLe 1= 0

r2a?(b(n 1 2 n! —(n—Dpy
S#m 5 (ank . npkwrzwplm (n—t)p n>

keMke =1

— 0.
Finally, let us prove (3.10). By Lemma 3.5, for any r # 0,

logEn<eXp<ma(b(n)) > pkn(5ko(n)—En(5ko(n)))>>

(n) keMLe

<) (log<<eXp{%pkn}—1>(1—pkn)"+1>

keMke
- %plm(l _pk;n)n>'

Therefore

logEn<eXP<% > pkn(5ko(n)—En(5ko(n)))>>

rna(b(n)) S
= Z ( pk‘”) &P Il na(b(n))pin /b(n)<1}
keMEe

2|r|na(b(n)) _
+12 ) ex {7@) Prn (€ P L rina(b(n))prn /b(n)21}
keMEe
4r2a(b(n))

b(n)

< AnL+24‘T‘|An,
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where Ay = SS9 pe P Ty ) (ila(bn))) (1-2lrla(b(n) /() )
An =n(l — W) and A, = 1 ZkeMLC n?p2 e "Pkn. By the proof
of Lemma 3.1, A, < “00 exp{—r- ‘a(b() (1= 2y 0. By (3.3),
limsupy,_, o limsup,, o, Anr, = 0. Therefore, (3.10) holds. O

Proor orF LEMMA 3.7. It is known that

Pn(Xk.(n):xk;kzl,...,m):Pn<Yk(n):a:k;kzl,...,m

where Yi(n),k > 1 are independent random variables, and Yj(n) is Poisson
distributed with mean npg,. Then, using the partial inversion formula for
characteristic function due to Bartlett (1938) [see also Holst (1979), Esty
(1983)], for any o € R,

E, (exp{%z()n)) Z (Ok1(n) — npkn5k0(n))}>

keMk

n!
2mnnte "

s
></ n<eXp{szz ) — nPin)
—Tr

aa(b™(n
+ w Y Uym=1y — ”Pknf{yk(m:oﬁ}) du

keML

i /7r Hp(u,a)d
=— u, o) du,
2rpnem "

Hy(u,0) = [ Ok(w,0) + () [ wlu

keML keMLe
Ye(w) := Ep(exp{iu(Yi(n) — npin)}) = exp{nprn(e™ — 1 —iu)}
and

ana(b”(n))

Butu ) =) + exp{ i (exp{ = 220 A1) xp(npa)

+ exp{iu(l — npgn) } <exp{ %Ln()n))} - 1> NPkn €Xp{—nppn }-
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It is obvious that H,(—u,«a)= H,(u,«). By Stirling’s formula,

n,—n
G vn _ 1 7
n—oo 'n,! \/27‘(‘
it suffices to show that for any a € R,
: b*(n) " 1/2 a’

Since npy, < L uniformly in k € ML, we can write that for n large enough,

Hy(u,0) = [T ) JT (04 () ok(u,0)) = 0 TT hi(u, a),
k>1 keML keML
where hy.(u, @) := 1+ v (u) " 0k (u, ).
Choose a positive function x(t) such that x(t) — oo and a(t)k(t)/t — 0,
and define 7(t) = w, t > 1 and then limy ,o7(f) = 0,

limy_ o % = oo. Noting that for n large enough, sup,c(-(n)» (1 —cosu) >

72(n) /4, we have that

V) og(n'/? su u, o
a2(bL(n))l g( ue(T(E),w]|Hn( 7 )‘)
b (n)logn B bE(n)n7?(n) bE(n)

S0 A T PO 2, e )

—rtr 1o (i) +o (o)) = =

which implies that

b%(n)
(B.2) limsupilog/ n2H, (u, o) du
n—00 QQ(bL(n)) |lul€[T(n),n] "

Therefore, it suffices to show that

= —0Q.

a2

) T
B. li S | 2H, du = —.
(B:3) ISP 2wk () Og/_r(w” (o) du =

In order to show (B.3), let us define a transformation as follows. For e € R

given, set p(n) = aab(gl(‘égl)) En(]jf(n))7 and define

H,(2) = Hy(z +ip(n), ), z€C,

where C denotes the complex plane. The transformation plays an important
role. Let I denote the closed path formed by the ordered points —7(n) —
ip(n), 7(n) —ip(n), 7(n), —7(n), —7(n) —ip(n) on the complex plane. Then
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by Cauchy’s formula,

7(n) T(n)—ip(n) _
/ H,(u,) du:/ H,(z)dz

—7(n) —7(n)—ip(n)

—7(n) _ 7(n) s
:—/ Hn(z)dz—/ H,(z2)dz

(n) T(n)—ip(n)

—7(n)—ip(n) _
—/ H,(z)dz.

—7(n)

Noting that |f H,(z)dz| < |fp(” H,(7(n) —iu) dul, by

w(n)

sup |exp{n(e™ el 1 iT(n) +u)}|
lu|<p(n)

<exp{ (0= o) - 0 ) )

and Sup, ||| [ (7(n) + iu, @) = 1+ O(L2)npy,e~"Pen | similarly to the

proof of (B.2), we have that
7(n) _
/ H,(z)dz ) — —00.
7(n)—ip(n)

b"(n) 1
1 /2
@ () Og("
2(b£())) log(n'/?| f T(n ~ip(n) H,(z)dz|) — —oco. Therefore, it suf-

fices to prove that

Similarly,

bL(n) 7(n) L - o2
B.4 li Y I2f -
(B.4) mSUP S () Og/_r(wn i du=5

Let Re(z) and IJm(z) denote the real part and the imaginary part of a
complex number z, respectively. Then

Re(hg(u+ip(n),a))

-1 + enpkn(lfe_%’(n) cos u) <COS(np]€n€p(n) sin U)

X (exp{—%ib()n))npkn} _ 1) o~ "Pkn

+ (cos(npgne "™ sinu)e "™ cosu

+ sin(npgne "™ sinw)e "™ sinu)

(o[} )
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and
Jm(hg(u+ip(n), a))

_ enp;m(lfe’p(") cosu) <_ sin(npknefp(n) sin u)

X <exp{—%2()n))npkn} _ 1> o~ Tkn

+ (— sin(npgne "™ sinu)e "™ cosu

+ cos(npgne "™ sinw)e "™ sinu)

o (DY) e,

For convenience, let Ojy,(u), j > 1, denote uniformly bounded real func-
tions such that Ojy,(u) =0 for all |u| > 7(n), and lim, o SUp,egr |Ojn(u)| =
0. Then for n large enough, for all u € [—7(n),7(n)],

Re(hn(u + ip(n), a))
1 4 nPen(i—e ™ cosu) G (aab(fi TE?)%)) ) ’
X (anin + (1 _ 2B () (Ef (n))>npkn> e~ "Pkn

a(n)\?
o =) nppne P

000102y

and
’Jm(hk(u + ip(n)7 a))
b* —pln
— %en%u—e o oS yppe PR (1 4 12O (1))
Therefore

| Hy(u+ip(n),a)]

—p(n 1
— e n(1—e )Cosup("))exp{§ Z log|hk(u+ip(n),oz)\2}
keML

- exp{%%b:)(n)) + O<a27gn)> } exp{—%uQ(l + O4n(u)0(1))}
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and so
bl (n) —7(n) .
log/ n'2H,(u) du
2L () % ()
o? bl (n) T(n)vn 1a2a2(bk(n))) =
= 1 —= H,(un=?)d
> @0k w) Og/_T(Me"p{ gyt )
Now, by

— 0,

we obtain (B.4). The proof of Lemma 3.7 is complete. [

PROOF OF LEMMA 3.9. For any ¢t > \,, we can write [cf. (A.1) in Zhang
and Zhang (2009)]

Yitn — Yiann
(B.5) = —YirunL{x, (N)> X (N3, )}
+ 0k0(V,, ) (01 (Ng) — (£ — Ap)PrnOko (V).

Therefore, it suffices to prove that

| b(n)
s 2 (n))

B.6 X log P, su Yion nl >ca(b(n
(B.6) g n<An<t<>\In)+A Z EAnnd { X}, (N¢)>X(Nx, )} (b( )))

" =1
=—00
and
. b(n)
1
e a2(b(n))
x log P, ( sup Z 0k0(Nx, ) (0r1 (Ne) — (£ = Ap)Prndro(Ny))
AnSt<An+An £
(B.7)

2 5Ob(b('n)))

= —OQ.



MDP FOR A NONPARAMETRIC ESTIMATOR OF SAMPLE COVERAGE 27

Let us first prove (B.6). Set T} = min{t > 0; X, (V) > X;(N,,)} and
Zt(n) = ZTkgt Yia,n- Since Yy, n, k > 1 are independent variables with mean
zero and independent of G := o (X (Ny) — X(Ny, ).t > An), {Zt(n),t > A} is
a martingale, and by the maximal inequality for supermartingales, we have
that for any € > 0, for any r > 0,

P sup 12| > za(b(n)
An<t<An+An

< 9o~ rea(b(n)) maX{En(eXp{TZ)(\:)JFAn}% En(eXp{—?”Z)(\:)JrAn})}

and
En(exp{rZ/(\:)_FAn})
[ee]
=E, (En (exp{"” Z Yirund {Xi(Nxp4a0)> X6 (Na,)} } ‘g) >
k=1

oo
= [T(((e™ Pk 4 Xuprne” — 1= Appn)e rPrn (1 — 7 BnPhn) 4 1)),
k=1

For any a# 0, take r = %. Then for n large enough,

eXp{ - %)\npkn} + AnDkn eXp{ % } — 1= AuDkn

3a”a®(b(n)) 2,2
S TRy Pl llalam) hpin /bm) <1}

lafa(b(n))
+ exp{ b(n) AnDkn I{|a\a(b(n)))\npkn/b(n)>1}

3a2a?(b(n))
#(n)

Therefore, for n large enough,

k=1
% 6—/\npzm(1 —_ e_Anpkn)

3a2a®(b(n)) a?a?(b(n)) 3a2a®(b(n))
< WBM +
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where Bin = g5 35081 APk (lala(bm) dp fom <1y € (1 — €7 5nin),
1 e _|aja(b(n))
Bon =375 Z AnPiin ©XP s | APk (L i, >b(n) /(ala(b(n)))
b(n b(n)
and By = g5 Y5y Anprne VP (1 — e”8nPkn). By (2.2), Bay — 0. Then,

by % — 0 under ¢; =0, s2/b(n) — 1 and 53, /s2 =1,

AM 1 2.2 —ADEn
Bin < W )\nb(n) ; )‘nplml{\a|a(b(n))>\npkn/b(n)§1}6 Pk
8SM 1
= Jaf M\ Xub(n)
and
4M 1 .
B, < W 7/\nb(n) ; )mpknl{\Ol|a(b(n))>\npkn/b(n)§1}€ Pkn
_2 —A
+ b(n) Z )\npkne npknI{|a‘a(b(n)))\npkn/b(n)>1} 0.
k=1
Thus

(B.8) lim b(in))) log By, <exp{%2§:)+ N }) =0.

n—o0 a?(b(n

This yields (B.6) by Chebyshev’s inequality. Next, we show (B.7). Noting
that

sup  [0ko(Na,) (0k1(Ne) — (t — An)Pkndko(N))|
An<t<An+ Ay,

< 0k0 (N ) ({0 (N 20) > X (N2, )} T BnDin)s
it suffices to show that for any ¢ >0,

) b(n) =
A S () 08 T (; 050 (X ) L{X0 (N34 20)> X (N, )} > Ea(b<n))>
(B.9)

= —0Q

and

(B.lO) nl;r& GQZZEJ?T)L <1 [ —— Zéko N)\n Pkn > 5) = —0Q.
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Since
aa(b(n

o
MT))) S k0(Na ) [ (s 1 )5 (N2}
k=1

a similar argument to the proof of (B.8) gives

. b(n) aa(b(n))
nh—{glo m W ;(Sko(NM)I{Xk(NAn+An)>Xk(NAn)} =0,

which implies (B.9). Similarly, we can obtain (B.10). O

E,| exp

log E,| exp
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